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thU my fell Although thisstate- 
ment conaiiU entirely of things 


the military program, and “how! 
much at the satae time you I 


officially before or are public 
knowledge, the gathering of it 
together m one place and its! 
expression by a public official 
like myself does make it au- 
_ * .thoritative.” 

mmt outlined! ~wlth~no rcstrtci T he ™chan«« was follow'd bv 
Mnn * discussion of the possible ef- 

tlonfl as to publication, many lfccta 0 ^ suc jj f ree< jom of lnfor- 


Arn:s Report Raises 

details of United States plans ma t!on. The discussion revived 
2 YQUiem 01 DCCUTliy that will shape the nation’sja subject that has frequently 

future military posture. These 'caused concern in the capital. 

plans included new types 0 f|This time, however, It was i aj 
..** 1 J member of Congress who de- 
missiles, airplanes, space satel^^j.^ possible security ef- 

llte and anti-submarine devices, ifects. In the past, members ofl 


which have either been reieasedjhave to tell potential enemies! 

about our program/' He said I 
that the Russians undoubtedly 
had more information than what 
he revealed in his statement. 

However, we are binding it 
together in a very nice, con- 
venient place for them to get 
It," he said. He went on; 


Rv JACK RAYMOND 

- >.-n t * ; *;■' N’f w V V a T.mt 

WASHINGTON, April 7 — A 
lone, unclassified statement^ 
running details of the Pen-; 
* i ^or/s military research ac- 
fvitios has prompted questions- 
Congress ns to whether such 
l ..:l n^ures might endanger 
i; i-.Ucd States security. 

The questions were raised in 
l i i used hearing of the House 


chemical, biological and radio 
logical warfare technique*, and 
a variety of advanced techno- 
logical programs, including 
jmclear tests. 

As soon as Dr. Brown finished 
reading the statement, Mr. 
Mahon, a Texas Democrat, said: 

"You refer, Dr. Brown, to this 
statement as being •unclr.ssi- 


: -tense appropriations subcom- 
mittee March 19. A -partly men t may contain much mate- 
msored transcript of ,thel J^ 0 ^^nehr" UlCl ^ t0 

..eai in? was released today i;. ThVchalrmai. said h'o. realized 
Tho transcript revealed that) that, in the United States, the 
representative George H !: Government and private sources 
M:dion, chairman of the sub-i regularly release “Information 
-unmittee, had brought up, Jt«ipJul to any Hval or enemy of 
The security problem after Dr.; **• UnUed States.’ 

T./ofd Brown. Defense Do-; 

•irurfrnt research director, had j 
rushed reading the openingj 
mi-'inent sn his testimony. ' 
t-» in the past. the state- 


Congress have often sought] 
more information anct officialal 
of the Pentagon have tried to] 
keep the material secret 
Brown Urges ‘Balance* 
Pierre Salinger, White House 
press secret*^, has described 
official Government document*, 
particularly published testimony 
of Government officials before 


fl«d.' It seems to me the atate-l Con *™»- a * serl , ou » " leaks " of 

security material. 

Under the Kennedy Adminis- 
tration, the Pentagon ha* at- 
tempted to classify Congre* 


aional presentations with great- 
er caution. This move has met 
some resistance, especially from 
the house Subcommittee on 
Government Inforntation. 


“How do you rationalize this! In the House hearing, Dr. 


procedure 7“ he asked Dr. Brown, 
The defense official replied: 
“Mr. Chairman, I worry aboutl 


Brown said that a “balance ha* 
to be struck” between informing 
the public, to gain support for 


“My own Judgment is that, 
because of the way we deter- 
mine thing* in this country — 
and it is the right way, the way 
that distinguishes us from the 
other side — we must have an 
informed public. 

“We can only have in In- 
formed public by giving out in- 
formation that we, sometime* 
wish not so many people knew." 

Find* No 'Specific Value* 

Dr. Brown observed that his 
statement would probably not 
be of ’‘specific value'*- to the 
Russians because it contained 
no “numbers’* and other in- 
dications of the capabilities! 
of the weapon systems. 1 

“It does, however, give an 
idea of what. our thinking is," 
he said. But he asserted that 
this was “not necessarily a 
mistake." 

“Having the other side know 
what we are thinking can In 
some cases be useful," he said. 

Mr. Mahon asked Dr. Brown 
to explain that comment, but 
the answer was not contained 
in the transcript. 

Dr. Brown said that his state- 


ment had been c<orofully pre- 
pared to summarize subjects 
rather than to indicate priorities 
among research programs. 

Representative William E. 
MinshaU, Republican of Ohio, 
asked whether there was “some 
reason for putting this informa- 
tion in one spot for them V* 

“No. sir,” Dr. Brown repplied. 
"I think this has just become 
a traditional thing to do. It 
has boon done for the usp nf 
this committee and not for the 
Soviet Union." 

Industrial Growth Noted 

He explained at another point 
that the statement had been 
reviewed by classification offi- 
cials of the Denfense Depa;t- 
ment. 

In response to other questions. 
Dr. Brown said that Soviet sci- 
entist* had not had a big enough 
Industrial community upon 
which to rely for support. Now,, 
they do have a large industrial 
capacity and in ten years may 
outproduce the United States in 
scientists and engineers, he said. 

“When it comes to engineer- 
ing and technology, we are not 
intrinsically able to do any- 
thing that the Soviets, or other 
countries, as*? unable to do," 
Dr. Brown 

The United I Hates' edge so far I 
laa been in tit management of j 
ts technical rtiources, he said.j 
pt he asseriiet that the Unit- 1 
i States hi* I not made the' 
lost of that uJ vantage. 
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